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Juree 21, 1843

Honorable Gary T. Friad:san
Judge ef the Superior Ceouart
county of Korn

1415 Truxtun hvenues
Bakersfield, CA 93341

Lear Judge Friedman:

After a hearing before Special Masters, the Tammiszichn &N
Jdudicial Perforwmance has determined that wou should be publicly
repraved for the following conduct:

1. ' In Septenmber 21987, =z defondant whe was representing
himzelf in a Felony critiinal proceeding appesnred bafore Juddgs
Frisdman for santencing. The defendant told the Jjudge he had
heen whable Lo read the prodation report in pard becadse he had
ob=erved ang smaelled a znake cutside his ooll. lie told the
Juwdge that faar of snakes outside his prison cell had kept hin
awake at night. TFor the purpose of playimng a joke an the
defendant, the judge caused the head of a rattlesnake, enclosed
in a plastic kall, to bhe dizplaved to the defendant wieh he was
locked in a holding cell, causing an emotional outhurst.

2. In ootober 2387, a defehdapt wha was in custady
appeared before Judge Friedman for trial. The judge was wal)
avara af the defendant’s chsassion with a famous TV
personality. The judge obtained a publicity photoograph of the
persanality. He then pressured a court employee into writing
an the phatagraph a persenal inscriptieon, purportedly from the
percsanality to the defendant. 7The inscription was designad to
play on the defendant’s bizarre obsession. The judge causzed
the photograph to be passed to the Jdefendant. His purpose in
these actions was Bo play a4 jocke on a vulnerable priscner.

The commission determinsd that these actions constituted
Wwilful misconduct in office (California Soenstitution, Articls
W1, section 12(c).)



Honorabkle Gary 7. Friedman
Jupe 21, 1883
FPage Two

The eommission neted =nd approved this commentayy hy the
tpecial Wasters:

The Special Masters recognize that humor and lovity can
oftentimes roducc tenzion in the courtroom.  When
apmropriate, bumcr can assist in hupenizing the ctherwise
intimidating atmosphore of our courts, and mey swven a=zsigt
in improving communications hetwoon thoe judges, attoroeys
and litigantg.’ lowoewvaer, humor at the expense of ancther,
or humor intznded or likely fo demean or kelittle snother
is unacceptakle. This is particularly true when the abject
of the joke i= somecna who has booh deorived of his liberty
and who is subinitting te the jurisdiction af the Court.

In Jetermining thal a public reproval was appropriate, the
cowmlission noted that these two incidants ooourred mare than
five vears ago. There is ne indicatian that the judge has
wogaded in any further conduct of this kind.

The Special Hasters and the commission also considered
charges relating to the judges conduct in People . Piths, a
trial oceurring in 1285. The comnission declined to take
aotion and dis=smissed these chargos.

This public reproval i= issucd with Judge Friedman's
consent .

Veffv traly yours,

o B

vidtoria B. Henltey
Directeor/chisf Counsel
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